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Measure for Measure

Evaluation:

Big Brother and Letterman

It’s a nice idea to contrast two different formats and you have done it very well. This is a well thought out and well presented essay and you have clearly worked hard on every aspect of it. The writing is a little odd to read at times because you tend to use short, one- or two-sentence paragraphs. The transcripts are excellent. On the whole, I think your Letterman analysis is better because, perhaps, there is just more to say and the interaction is more interesting.

Big Brother – you make some accurate and interesting observations, especially about the nervousness and the verbal and non-verbal cues for this. I like the comment about the religious silence, which I think is true. This suggests that there is an unwritten code of turn-taking which the participants orient to. It seems as if they feel required to give a narrator the floor rather than requiring him/her to take it, as would normally be the case in conversation. There is no battle for the floor which makes it a little unnatural.

Letterman – excellent analysis of the IR-IE interaction and the tellability features of the story. Very good points about the question at line 4,  the use of “well” and non-verbal cues. The point of this interview is that WZ seems to be there to tell his story (public figures talking about their cancer is seen as helpful to the general public) but, as you rightly point out, he delays the narrative (“dancing around the point” as you say). This gives the episode an interesting trajectory which you describe very well.

Measure for Measure

This is a very good choice of play. The narrative episodes are varied and interesting. They are also quite long and I appreciate the amount of work you have done on them. I have also not really studied narratives in MforM (though it is an underrated play that I like very much) and reading your analysis has been very helpful. The overall quality of the analysis is very high.

Story 1 – Excellent description and analysis. What I particularly like is not just the technical accuracy but the way you comment on the narrative as you make your technical points. This is exactly how it should be done and makes it very interesting to read. You are also very sensitive to the dramatic consequences (“theatrically, this little crisis displays a crisis of communication” is a good example). I also like your final paragraph very much. A good summary.

Story 2 – Again, another good analysis. However I am not sure that the second story is actually a story. It seems to be more like a description or an argument (if you do x, then y will happen) rather than a vision or future plan. More imperative than narrative. He seems to be telling her what to do. So I don’t think there is a story designed to persuade, although it is obviously connected to the previous story, which, as you say, prepares the ground for the persuasion

Story 3 – Even though this is quite a small story you manage to extract considerable dramatic life out of it. You discuss the tellbility features very well and I like the way you give a dramatic explanation for the story (to tell us more about Angelo). I also suspect that this story, which seems slightly incongruous as it arises out of nothing,  may simply have been put there by Shakespeare as a bit of comic relief for the audience. Measure for Measure is a pretty grim play and sometimes needs lightening up.

Story 4 – This is a obviously a key story in the play but it is also very interesting from an interactional point of view and you have highlighted the important features of the differing levels of collaboration very well indeed. Your commentary on Angela’s story is accurate and sensitive. I particularly like the comment on the double purpose and Angela’s mood.
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